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in Ahmedabad, startled him. He first mentioned his apprehensions
to Vallabhbhai Patel. "What can we do?" Vallabhbhai asked.
Gandhi said: "If even a handful of men can be found to sign the
pledge of resistance, and the proposed measure is passed into law
in defiance of it, we ought to offer satyagraha at once. If I was not
laid up like this, I should give battle against it all alone, and expect
others to follow suit."
Soon after a small conference consisting of Vallabhbhai Patel,
Mrs. Naidu, B. G. Horniman, Umar Sobani, Shankarlal Banker and
Anasuyabehn was held at Satyagraha Ashram. A satyagraha pledge
was drafted by Gandhi and was signed on February 24 by all
present. The pledge said:
"Being conscientiously of opinion that the bills known as the
Indian Criminal Law (Amendment) Bill No. I of 1919 and the
Criminal Law (Emergency Powers) Bill No. II of 1919 are unjust,
subversive of the principles of liberty and justice and destructive of
the elementary rights of individuals on which the safety of the com-
munity as a whole and the state itself is based, we solemnly affirm
that in the event of these bills becoming law and until they are
withdrawn, we shall refuse civilly to obey these laws and such other
laws as a committee, to be hereafter appointed, may think fit, and
we further affirm that in this struggle, we will faithfully follow truth
and refrain from violence to life, person or property."
Gandhi described the bills as "an unmistakable symptom of a
deep-seated disease in the governing body". He strongly felt that no
self-respecting people should submit to them. Commenting on the
satyagraha pledge, Gandhi wrote:
"The step taken is probably the most momentous in the history of
India. I give my assurance that it has not been hastily taken.
Personally I have passed many sleepless nights over it I have
endeavoured duly to appreciate the Government's position, but I
have been unable to find justification for the extraordinary bills. I
have read the Rowlatt Committee's report. I have gone through its
narrative with admiration. Its reading has driven me to conclusions
just the opposite of the committee's. I should conclude from the
report that secret violence is confined to isolated and very small parts
of India, and to a microscopic body of people. The existence of
such men is truly a danger to society. But the passing of the bills,
designed to affect the whole of India and its people and arming the